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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

!)□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)^1 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)[g| All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.I3 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 10/28/05 . 



4) O Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 1 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/542,1 60 Page 2 

Art Unit: 1772 

DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: page 1 of the 
specification must begin with the title of the invention and then include the related 
documents. Also, the reference to claim 1 on page 2, line 2 and page 4, line 6 should 
be removed because the claim may eventually be canceled. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 7-10 are objected to because of the following informalities: there is no 
clear antecedent basis for the term "it" in line 1 of each claim. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 12 

3. Claims 2, 5, 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Regarding claims 2 and 5, the phrase "-like" 
renders the claim(s) indefinite because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually 
disclosed (those encompassed by "-like"), thereby rendering the scope of the claim (s) 
unascertainable. Concerning claim 13 it appears that the term "it" should be reinserted 
into line 2 for grammatical reasons. Claim 6 is grammatically incomplete. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 -6 and 1 0-1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as unpatentable over 
Whittaker ('464). The reference discloses a tensioning element for securing loads 
comprising an elastic strap 10 including a grid of openings formed from side elements 
16 and transverse elements 18, wherein the transverse elements may have an elasticity 
that is different than the side elements and the openings are designed to accommodate 
a fastener or the looping through of another tensioning element; see column 4, lines 32- 
42. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have the bridge 
elements be less elastic than side elements in view of the disclosure in the reference at 
column 4, lines 39-42 in order to provide the desired structural integrity for a particular 
end use. Concerning claim 5, the reference discloses a hook attached to the tensioning 
means; see column 4, lines 10-15. The specific process used to make such an 
attachment is not seen to add any patentably significant features to the claimed product. 
Concerning claims 1 0 and 1 1 , see figure 1 0 in the reference and the disclosure at 
column 6, lines 23-28. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
use any amount of straps and to weave them together in any configuration as 
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suggested in the reference in order to accommodate a specific load. With respect to 
claim 16, it is well-known in any art to provide a flexible material in roll form as a means 
of storing or providing a material in compact form. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide the product of the reference in roll form in order to 
store a large quantity of material in a compact form. 

6. Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Whittaker ('464) as applied to claims 1-6 and 10-16 above, and further in view of either 
Hartman ('875) or Bergdoll 6,722,709. The secondary references each disclose that 
various materials can be used to form elastic straps; see for example column 5, lines 
1 3-1 9 of Bergdoll. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use 
any well-known material, such as metal, rubber, etc, to form the strapping material in 
the primary reference in view of the teachings in the secondary references to provide a 
tensioning means with the desired structural properties for a particular end use. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alexander Thomas whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1502. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30-4:00 M-THUR. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon can be reached on 571-272-1498. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/542,160 



Page 5 



Art Unit: 1772 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 




ALEXANDER S. THOMAS 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



